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The present article is devoted to the analysis of Belarus — NATO relations in the context of instability and turbulence of
regional security. The author came to the conclusion that the main actors from the Belarusian side formulating the frame-
work of Belarus — NATO interaction are the State Secretariat of the Security Council of the Republic of Belarus, Ministry of
Defence of the Republic of Belarus, and Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Belarus. Moreover, the major directions
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Ananusupyorcs oTHolreHus: benapych — HATO B KOHTeKCTe HeCTabMIbHOCTY perMoHaibHoi 6e3omacHocTi. CenaH Bbl-
BOJI, 0 TOM, YTO OCHOBHBIMM aKTOPaMM C 6€JI0PYCCKO CTOPOHbI, POPMUPYIOIIMMY paMKy B3auMopeiicTBust benapycu u HATO,
SBSIOTCS TocymapcTBeHHbI cekpetapuat CoBeta Be3omacHoctu Pecriy6inuku Benapych, MyUHKUCTEPCTBO 060pOHBI Pecrty-
6Ky Benmapych 1 MMHMCTEPCTBO MHOCTpPaHHBIX Aen Pecnybnuku Benapych. KpoMe TOro, OCHOBHBIMM HaIpaBIEHUSIMMU
otHoueHunit benapycb — HATO SIBASIIOTCS B3aMMOIENCTBME B paMKaX MHAMBUAYAIbHONM MPOrpaMMbl MapTHEPCTBA, paspa-
6aThIBAEMOI1 Ha [iBa rofia B paMKax ImporpamMMbl “ITapTHepCTBO paay MUpa», yyacTye B MpOoliecce MIaHMPOBAHMS M OL[€HKU.
ABTOp paccmaTtpuBaeT 3QHEeKTUBHOCTb peanu3aly MHAVMBUIYAJIbHO MPOrpaMMBbl TTAPTHEPCTBA, €€ Pe3y/IbTaThl U ITPUBO-
IIUT KOHKPETHBIE IIPUMEPBI [0 PACCMATPUBAEMbIM BOIIPOCAM.

Knrouesste cnosa: HATO; orHoteHus benapycs — HATO; BHelHsIsI monmTiKa benapycy; mporpamma “ITapTHepCTBO pagu
Mupa”; perMoHaIbHAsI 6€30MacHOCTb.

Introduction

The Belarus’ participation in the construction of re- arena have common borders since 1999 and 2004. Thus
gional security is evident and undisputable. Moreover, the goal of this article is to show how Belarus and NATO
this process is impossible without analysing Belarus — interact with each other, what mechanisms are used,
NATO relations as these two actors in the international who is responsible for the realisation from the Belaru-
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sian side. In other words, the objective of the article is
to demonstrate the long historic and political process
of establishing more or less constant cooperation bet-
ween Belarus and NATO. For this reason, it is neces-
sary to fulfill some important tasks. Firstly, to describe
the fundamental grounds of the Partnership for peace
programme (PfP), historical methods, and official docu-
ments used in the article by the researcher. Secondly, to
consider the effectivity of certain events in the frame-
work of the Individual partnership programme (IPP)
via their case study. Thirdly, to evaluate the level of
Belarus — NATO cooperation: either mutually beneficial
or unilateral directive aggressive.

It goes without saying that the Belarusian issue in
the NATO context is topical and great attention is paid
to its studying. Frankly speaking, the international re-
lations department at the faculty of international
relations of the Belarusian State University is the major
scientific academic community in the Republic of Bela-
rus. A. Baichorov [1], A. Rozanov [2], A. Rusakovich [3],
V. Shadursky [4], V. Snapkousky [5] studied problems
of Belarusian foreign and security policy including as-
pects of Belarus — NATO interaction. There are nume-
rous fragmentary articles devoted to NATO issues but
there is no all-encompassing comprehensive work, that
is why this article is an author’s attempt to summarise
the tendencies and case studies in Belarus’ partici-
pation in the PfP. The author examined sites of NATO!,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Belarus?,
National Archive of the Republic of Belarus®. It should
be noted that foreign historiography is primarily de-
voted to the political situation in Belarus [6], to geo-
political disputes between East and West and Belarus’
place in them or to the president A. Lukashenko and
his relations with a Russian colleague. That’s why the
authour considered them useless and not presented in

the article because it lacks a useful assessment for the
disclosure of the topic.

Actually, we should underline the diversity of secu-
rity architecture in Europe in general and in Eastern
Europe in particular. Firstly, there are different systems
and regimes of security in the region: NATO, Collective
Security Treaty Organisation (CSTO), EU defence and
security policy, Russia — USA bilateral agreements. Of
course, there are different approaches to security gua-
rantees that trigger contradictions between regional
actors. The Republic of Belarus is a member of CSTO,
CIS, and Union State with the Russian Federation. But
in 2015 it was underlined by the head of Belarusian
state that Belarus’ aspiration is to maintain and expand
constructive cooperation with the NATO on the basis of
equality and mutual respect [6].

Secondly, Belarus is situated in the centre of Europe
and is always regarded as a buffer zone or bridge bet-
ween West and East. It’s self-evident that the country
tends to realise the multivector foreign policy and par-
ticipates in international security organisations.

Moreover, the country expresses concern about exis-
ting problems (possible cooperation between CSTO and
NATO, further NATO expansion to Ukraine and Georgia,
the predominant role of the USA in the alliance, des-
truction of the system of armaments treaties between
the USA and Russian Federation) [6].

If we try to give general characteristics of Belarus —
NATO relations since 1992 up to 2016 it is not surprising
that we observe the uneven quality of interaction and
irregular quantity of events depending on the politi-
cal conjuncture at the particular moment. This po-
litical atmosphere is created at the international level:
certain summits (NATO, EU, G8, G20) play an important
role, bilateral agreements and meetings as well as at
the national level (elections of the president, etc.).

The problem of denuclearisation and conversion

The first contacts of new sovereign state in the 1990s
were primarily established with the USA in connection
with denuclearisation and economic aid for the con-
version of the armaments industry. We should mention
the great range of high-level visits in the 1990s: it
was the first visit of the chairman of the Supreme Co-
uncil of the Republic of Belarus in 1993, and 6-hours’
visit of the US president in Belarus in 1994; state secre-
tary of the USA visited Belarus in 1993 and Belarusian
minister of foreign affairs visited the USA in 1993, 1995,
1996, 1997*. There were reconnaissance visits with
the slogan “come and see”. At that time Belarus was

trying to diminish its dependence on Russia and was
searching for ways how to get economic privileges and
bonuses from other countries. During each visit to the
USA, the Belarusian state was invited to join NATO
PfP. To make a long story short Belarus at that time
was waiting for real money from the US side and the
republic did not have a unified foreign policy strategy,
there was a permanent discussion between different
state bodies (Supreme Council of the Republic of Bela-
rus and Council of Ministers of the Republic of Belarus)
and political parties and even some officials (minister
of foreign affairs of the Republic of Belarus). That’s

North Atlantic Treaty Organisation [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/index.htm (date of access:

01.02.2020).

2Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Belarus [Electronic resource]. URL: https:/mfa.gov.by/en_(date of access:

01.02.2020).

*HaumonanbHblii apxus Pecrry6nuxyu Benapych [dnekTponHbiii pecype]. URL: http://www.narb.by/rus/reading room/ (mara

o6partenns: 01.02.2020).

4CripaBounsie MaTepuanbl. OTHomeHus Pecrry6mku Benapycs 1 CIIA // Har, apx. Pecrr. Benapycs. @. 7. Orr. 16. [I. 3806. J1. 167.
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why the country postponed PfP joining. But after the
constitutional referendum in 1996, US implementation
of selective engagement policy in 1997, the diplomatic
scandal “Drozdy” in 1998 USA - Belarus interstate co-
operation decreased and the bilateral interaction fell
into oblivion for a decade. The United States has always
respected Belarus’ desire to chart its own course and

to contribute to peace and stability in the region. Both
sides confirmed willingness to continue dialogue on
regional and international security matters. The USA
highly appreciated Belarusian efforts to preserve peace
in the region. Summing it up, against the background
of tensions with the Russian Federation the Republic of
Belarus is turning to Western partners.

Partnership for peace

The next step was the announcement of a new
NATO format on 10-11 January 1994. According to the
official press communique “NATO today launched an
immediate and practical programme that will trans-
form the relationship between NATO and participating
states. This new programme goes beyond dialogue and
cooperation to forge a real partnership — a Partnership
for peace. We (ministers of member states) therefore
invite the other states participating in the NACC and
other CSCE countries able and willing to contribute to
this programme, to join with us in this partnership.
Active participation in the Partnership for peace will
play an important role in the evolutionary process of
the expansion of NATO”®. Then in 1995 Belarusian rep-
resentative, minister of foreign affairs V. Senko signed
the framework document of PfP.

According to this official agreement, the other states
subscribing to this document will cooperate with NATO
in pursuing facilitation of transparency in national
defence planning and budgeting processes; ensuring
democratic control of defence forces; maintenance
of the capability and readiness to contribute, subject
to constitutional considerations, to operations under
the authority of the UN and (or) the responsibility of the
CSCE; the development of cooperative military rela-
tions with NATO, for the purpose of joint planning,
training, and exercises in order to strengthen their
ability to undertake missions in the fields of peace-
keeping, search and rescue, humanitarian operations,
and others; the development, over the longer term, of
forces that are better able to operate with those of the
members of the North Atlantic Alliance®.

The first step for subscribing states was to provide
to the NATO authorities presentation documents iden-
tifying the long-term strategy to achieve the political
goals of the partnership and the military and other as-
sets that might be used for partnership activities. NATO
will propose a programme of partnership exercises and
other activities consistent with the partnership’s objec-

tives special for each state. Based on this programme
and its presentation document, each subscribing state
will develop with NATO an individual partnership pro-
gramme’.

To assist and to control the process of elaboration
of the Belarusian presentation document department
head of defence policy and planning division W. Gerard
visited Belarus in August 1995 and took part in working
meeting with representatives of Ministry of Foreign Af-
fairs of the Republic of Belarus, Ministry of Defence of
the Republic of Belarus and Ministry of Internal Affairs
of the Republic of Belarus. Firstly, the general direc-
tions of multilateral interaction within North Atlantic
Cooperation Council (NACC) were enumerated includ-
ing political consultations, regional security, strategic
matters, conversion, and scientific cooperation. Belarus
demonstrated interest in all spheres. Secondly, partner
countries choose individual activities according to their
ambitions and abilities. An Individual partnership and
cooperation programme (previously called the Indivi-
dual partnership programme) is then jointly developed
and agreed between NATO and each partner country.
These two-year programmes are drawn up from an ex-
tensive menu of activities, according to each country’s
specific interests and needs. All partners have access to
the partnership and cooperation menu, which compri-
ses some 1 600 activities® .

The first IPP with Belarus was endorsed by the NATO
Council in July 1997. Since then, the number of annu-
al joint activities under the IPP has increased more
than six-fold and now (2019) stands at around 125. For
example, the participation of Ministry of Defence of
the Republic of Belarus in IPP events was the following:
in 1997 — 20 events, in 1998 — 25, in 1999 - 11 (sus-
pension of interaction due to Kosovo crisis), in 2000 —
35, in 2001 — 52, in 2002 — 78°. Regular consultations
are held with NATO international staff and interna-
tional military staff on the IPP implementation assess-
ment'?.

>Partnership for peace: invitation [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/docu/comm/49-95/c940110a.htm (date of

access: 01.02.2020).

®Partnership for peace: framework document [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/docu/comm/49-95/c940110b.

htm gdate of access: 01.02.2020).
Ibid.

80 Mepax, TPMHMMaeMbIX TPaBUTEIbCTBOM IO paciiMpeHno BoeHHoro cotpygauuectsa Pb ¢ HATO B pamkax [IPM // Hai. apx.

Pecr. Benapycs. @. 7. Om. 18. [I. 167. J1. 50.
*Ibid.
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Kosovo crisis and suspension of IPP

But the first IPP was temporarily suspended because
of the Kosovo crisis, the Belarus — NATO relations were
frozen. The high officials of the Republic of Belarus ac-
cused NATO of unsanctioned bombardments. First of
all, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of
Belarus called on NATO countries to abandon military
intervention. On 14 October 1998, ministry released a
statement, in which it was noted that “the use of force
against a sovereign state without the sanction of the
UN Security Council is a severe violation of the UN
Charter, this step contradicts the fundamental princi-
ples of international relations and undermines the se-
curity and legal system on the European continent <...>
NATO’s military intervention in the intra-state conflict
not only does not eliminate its causes, but, on the con-
trary, deepens the confrontation between the parties
in Kosovo”!!l. On 20 February 1999, the President of
the Republic of Belarus made a statement on the deve-
lopment of the situation around Kosovo. “The Republic
of Belarus is closely following the development of the
situation around the conflict in Kosovo and at the talks
in Rambouillet on issues of its settlement. The main
thing now is to preserve the negotiation process and
prevent any actions that could put it at risk... The Re-
public of Belarus reaffirms the firmness of its position
regarding the settlement of the Kosovo conflict, which
should be based on unconditional respect for the sove-
reignty of Yugoslavia, its territorial integrity and the
principle of non-use of force”'? (hereinafter translated
by O. Zh.). In connection with the launch of the NATO
military action against the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia on 24 March 1999, A. Lukashenko again issued a
statement on the development of the situation around
Yugoslavia, which was perceived in this country as a
powerful psychological factor of moral support. “The
Republic of Belarus with deep concern accepted the de-
cision of the NATO leadership on the use of military
force against sovereign Yugoslavia. The desire to resort
to extreme and most counterproductive measures in re-
solving the crisis indicates the reluctance of the North
Atlantic Alliance to use all available means for a peace-
ful resolution of the intra-Yugoslav conflict, which can
only cause condemnation of the world community”!>.
Belarus consistently opposed the use of force in the
conflict, spoke out against the military intervention of
third countries in Yugoslavia.

So the Republic of Belarus being a partner coun-
try doesn’t have any influence on NATO policy. The

country tends to develop initiatives to strengthen the
regional security system, to promote stability and to
minimise the negative side effects of NATO actions in
the region. NATO may be regarded as a relic because
after USSR and Organisation of Warsaw Treaty disso-
lution it lost its original purpose.

The planning and review process (PARP) is a
mechanism with the main task to develop the frame-
work of military cooperation with NATO. Belarus joined
it in 2004. Fulfillment of partnership goals, selected
within PARP, allows gaining relevant experience in
improving the training of the armed forces of Belarus,
with the possible aim of enabling their participation in
multinational peace operations.Within PARP, Belarus
and NATO regularly exchange delegations in order to
design partnership goals for the two-year period and
to assess their implementation'*.

Belarus regularly brings forward initiatives in order
to deepen its cooperation with the alliance in respon-
ding to challenges and threats to international secu-
rity. One more important direction within PfP is con-
ducting joint exercises on operating in a radiological
threat, given the unique experience gained by Belarus
to mitigate the consequences of the Chernobyl disas-
ter; creation on the basis of the Ministry of Emergency
Situations of the Republic of Belarus of a PfP training
centre to train specialists in the field of chemical, bio-
logical, radiological and nuclear defence; hosting the
disaster response exercise organised by the Euro-Atlan-
tic Disaster Response Coordination Centre (EADRCC).
For example, the scenario for EADRCC exercise “SRBIJA
2018” provided an opportunity to practice international
cooperation and strengthen the ability of teams from
different nations to work effectively together across a
wide range of relief operations. These included urban
search and rescue, emergency medical teams, water
rescue, as well as detection, protection, and deconta-
mination teams. Contributions to the exercise consist-
ed of emergency response teams, exercise planners, and
evaluators. With around 2 000 personnel from 40 coun-
tries involved, it was the largest exercise organised by
the EADRCC. Belarus also participated in this event
(30 people and 8 units of equipment)'®. In 2017 Belarus
took part in exercise “Bosnia and Herzegovina 2017”
including the field exercise and a training programme,
a table top exercise and a virtual reality — command
post exercise with the aim to train and exercise proce-
dures for the local emergency management authority,

U TJoKyMeHTbI 0 BYCTOPOHHMX OTHOLIEHMSX Pecry6miku Benapych ¢ rocygapcTBaMy I0rOCTaBCKOTO PETrMOHA (COIMAlIeHMs,
mnHbopmanyst, 3anuck 6ecen u op.) // Apx. M-Ba unoctp. gen Pecn. Benapycs. ©. 907. Om. 2. 1. 1978.

23agpneHns Ipe3unenta Pecriy6nuku Benapych ot 20 deBpanst 1999 r. u ot 24 mapta 1999 r. 0 pa3BUTUM CUTYAIUU BOKPYT
Kocoso // BectH. M-Ba uHocTp. nen Pecr. Benapych. 1999. N2 1. C. 26-28.

1bid.

“North Atlantic Treaty Organisation. Belarus — NATO cooperation [Electronic resource]. URL: http://mfa.gov.by/en/organiza-
tions/membership/list/c6eaf2b20c037582.html (date of access: 01.02.2020).
>EADRCC consequence management field exercise “Srbia 2018 [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/cps/en/na-

tohg/news_152120.htm (date of access: 01.02.2020).
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the UN model on-site operation co-ordination cent-
re, the liaison officers, the on-site commanders as well
as the team leaders of participating consequence ma-
nagement teams'®,

Belarus has been actively engaged within the frame-
work of the NATO Science for peace and security
(SPS) programme since 1992. Since 2001, Belarus has
received grant awards for about 40 cooperative activi-
ties under SPS. Areas of focus include telecommuni-
cations, Chernobyl-related risk assessment studies,
and explosive material detection systems. Belarus has
completed several activities with the SPS programme.
The leading areas for cooperation have included securi-
ty-related advanced technology, defence against CBRN,
and environmental security. There are some examples
of ongoing and completed projects under the frame-
work of the NATO SPS programme in 2015'".

Nano-optics: principles enabling basic research and
applications together with US scientists; fundamental
and applied nanoelectromagnetics together with Italian
colleagues; flood monitoring and forecasting in Pripyat
river basin led by scientists from Belarus, Ukraine and
Slovakia; biodetectors based on advanced microchips;
radioactive contamination in the Polessie state radia-
tion-ecological reserve (assessment and analysis), the
notable project led by scientists and experts from Be-
larus, Ukraine and Norway'%.

Recently Belarusian scientists and experts have dis-
cussed opportunities for cooperation through NATO’s
SPS programme during an information day held at the
National Academy of Sciences in Minsk. Addressing par-
ticipants, NATO assistant Secretary-General for emer-
ging security challenges, A. Missiroli (he is the hig-
hest-ranking representative of the NATO Secretariat to
visit Belarus in the last 27 years), noted that the be-
nefits of scientific cooperation are shared among NATO
and partner nations. He encouraged Belarus to further
engage in NATO partnership activities and underlined
SPS as “an excellent opportunity for Belarusian scien-

tists and experts to work alongside their peers from
NATO and partner nations to deliver tangible, securi-
ty-related results”!?.

In his welcome address, Belarusian deputy minister
of foreign affairs A. Dapkiunas emphasised the impor-
tance of the SPS programme as platform for non-mi-
litary scientific cooperation. He further stressed that
“the information day will give new impetus to coope-
ration in the scientific field between Belarus and NATO,
its members and partner nations, and will contribute to
bridge-building, strengthening mutual understanding
and trust in the region”%,

Moreover, A. Dapkiunas and A. Missiroli mentioned
the gradual improvement of Belarus - NATO relations.
Belarus’ cooperation with NATO member states and
partners in various fields was discussed, including fight
against new challenges and threats such as terrorism.
A.Dapkiunas stressed Belarus’ readiness for a construc-
tive dialogue and interaction with NATO on the basis
of mutual respect and equality. The Belarusian diplo-
mat also drew the NATO representative’s attention to
Belarus’ initiatives in favor of creating a digital good
neighbourhood belt and in favour of working out a dec-
laration on the non-deployment of medium-range and
shorter-range missiles in Europe. A. Dapkiunas men-
tioned the Belarusian proposals are meant to reduce
confrontation, restore trust, and bolster friendly ties
between countries®!.

Public opinion. It can be concluded that NATO is
often regarded as an opponent, seldom - as a threat,
rare — as an ally. This can be confirmed by a number of
data. According to national opinion polls conducted in
2000 34.4 % respondents considered NATO as a threat
and in 2001 this number was 26.7 %. One more question
that sounds interesting is about NATO expansion to
the East: immediately after Poland joined NATO 47.7 %
people were against further expansion (June 1999), later
then 43.7 % in November 1999, 31.1 % in November
2000, 32.6 % in February 2001 [7].

The Belarusian state bodies and officials responsible for the realisation of Individual
partnership programme

The primary role in the formation of Belarus - NATO
relations from the Belarusian side belongs to the Sec-
retariat of the Security Council of the Republic of Be-
larus that is an interdepartmental body with a man-
date to ensure the security of the Republic of Belarus.

It considers internal and external affairs of the state
with regard to the interest of maintaining security and
defence. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic
of Belarus is the major state republican body responsi-
ble for the elaboration and coordination of the strategy

18EADRCC consequence management field exercise “Bosna i Hercegovina 2017” [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.

int/%)s/en/natohq/news_140528.htm (date of access: 01.02.2020).

Relations with Belarus [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_49119.htm (date of access:

01.02.2020).

8Country flyer 2015, Belarus [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/science/country-fliers/Belarus.pdf (date of access:

01.02.2020).

YNATO promotes scientific cooperation with Belarus [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/news_

169739.htm?selectedLocale=en (date of access: 01.02.2020).

206 y4acTuM 3aMeCTUTENSI MUHUCTPA MHOCTPAHHBIX e A. [TanKioHaca B OTKPBITUM MHPOpMaIMoHHOro qHs HATO u BcTpeue
¢ 3amectuTenem l'enepanpHoro cekperapsi HATO [OnexTponHslit pecypc]. URL: http://mfa.gov.by/press/news_mfa/b14224ef64e9-

7089.html (maTa o6pamienus: 01.02.2020).
Ibid.
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and general directions of foreign policy. Its mission
is to promote the rights and interests of the Republic
of Belarus on the international arena, negotiate with
the representatives of foreign countries, international
organisations and intergovernmental institutions. The
Ministry of Defence of the Republic of Belarus is re-
sponsible for military policy of Belarus that is an im-
portant element of national and foreign policy activi-
ties aimed at the country’s national security protection,
war and armed conflicts prevention and strengthening
of strategic stability. Military policy is determined ac-
cording to the country’s national interests and military,
economic, social and diplomatic potential.

Taking into account these competences of respon-
sible bodies we should mention the conceptual docu-
ments as the Concept of national security of the Re-
public of Belarus adopted in 2010 (the first versions
in 1995 and 2001)%%, the Military doctrine of the Re-
public of Belarus of 2016 (previous in 2002)** and the
law on main directions of internal and foreign policy of
2005%. The strategic aspects are also stated in nume-
rous presidential statements, addresses to parliament,
official declarations, etc. But these documents are more
theoretical and rhetorical.

From the NATO side the major bodies responsible
for organising and implementing PfP are Political Com-
mittee and International Secretariat.

The new form of interaction is consultations on
confidence and security building measures. From 2015
there were 4 rounds of consultations between Belarus
and NATO experts on confidence and security-building
measures. The latest was in February 2020. Belarusian
state is represented by the deputy minister of foreign
affairs of the Republic of Belarus, A. Dapkiunas, the
counterpart is the director of the arms control, disarma-
ment and weapons of mass distruction (WMD) non-pro-
liferation centre of the NATO International Secreta-
riat, W. Alberque. Usually both sides exchanged views
on the possibilities for further development of mutually
beneficial cooperation, discussed a number of topical
issues of international and regional security, non-proli-
feration and arms control. A. Dapkiunas emphasised the
importance of deepening a mutually respectful dialogue
between Belarus, the NATO Secretariat and NATO allies
on confidence- and security-building measures to gra-
dually reduce confrontation and create favourable con-
ditions for practical work to restore the viability of arms
control and WMD non-proliferation mechanisms?.

In 2019 the traditional international seminar “NATO
and international security” under the aegis of the Cen-
tre of foreign policy and Security research centre was
held and the great fruitful discussion was on the role
of NATO and its relations with Eastern European coun-
tries. According to words of V. Bespaly, senior counselor
of the State Secretariat of the Security Council of the
Republic of Belarus there are negative tendencies in
international relations today: destruction of short and
medium range missiles’ treaty, indefinite situation with
Strategic arms reduction treaty, international military
capacity building. The jubilee NATO summit in Lon-
don demonstrated the controversies within the alliance
members. The Republic of Belarus initiates the creation
of good neighbourhood belt, issues declaration of re-
sponsible countries.

In M. Huterer’s opinion, Ambassador Plenipoten-
tiary of the Federal Republic of Germany to the Re-
public of Belarus (that is now NATO contact embassy
in Belarus), the international political situation today
becomes dangerous. Security and arms control archi-
tecture has been damaged including cornerstone of
European security, strategic nuclear weapons treaty.
The NATO members and partners express mutual un-
derstanding of this problem and should take care of it.

According to words of V. Pavlov, head of department
of international security and arms control of the Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Belarus, there is
the accusing rhetoric in political dialogue and confron-
tation replaces confidence. In a word there is the con-
stant increase of scale of military exercises but Belarus
is against additional militarisation in the region, we are
monitoring the NATO preparations for exercise “De-
fender-2020” and waiting for invitation (as response to
exercises “Zapad-2017”). Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
the Republic of Belarus hopes to have open and sincere
dialogue with the Russian Federation and NATO.

However, P. Lunac, head of NATO public diplomacy
department, specifies Belarus — NATO relations since
1995 and underlines the willing to go step by step on
the way to dialogue on substantial issues and practi-
cal cooperation. He pays attention to science based
achievements, to gradual process of interaction, that
Belarus does not contribute to NATO peacemaking
operations. Let’s hope that the abovementioned diffi-
culties can be easily overcome and in the nearest future
the Belarus - NATO interaction will be more stable and
fruitful.

206 yTBepkaeHny KoHIemnimyu HalyMoHalIbHOI 6e3omacHocT Pecrry6nuku Benapych : Ykas IIpesupenTa Pecri. Benapych oT
9Hos16. 2010 1. N2 575 [QnektpoHnHbIii pecypc]. URL: https://www.pravo.by/document/?guid=3871&p0=p31000575 (naTa obpaiieHus:

01.02.2020).

06 yreepskmeHny BoeHHoi fokTpuHbI Pecrty6miky Benapycs : 3akoH Pectr. Benapycs ot 20 mionst 2016 1. N2 412-3 [SnexTpoHHBI
pecggc]. URL: https://www.pravo.by/upload/docs/op/h11600412_1469480400.pdf (maTa o6pamenusi: 01.02.2020).

O6 yTBepKIeHMY OCHOBHBIX HAIlpaBJIeHMII BHYTpPeHHEl M BHeNIHel monuTuku Pecry6nnky Bemapych : 3akoH Pecr. Bena-

pychb oT 14 Hos16. 2005 1. N2 60-3 [dnekrponHnbiit pecypc]. URL: https://www.pravo.by/document/?guid=3871&p0=h10500060 (naTa

o6parennsi: 01.02.2020).

% Deputy minister of foreign affairs A. Dapkiunas meets the director of the arms control, disarmament, and WMD non-prolifera-
tion centre of the NATO International Secretariat [Electronic resource]. URL: http://mfa.gov.by/en/press/news_mfa/ac2064ace2f-

4d44a.html (date of access: 01.02.2020).
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Conclusion

Interaction with NATO is one of directions of Be-
larusian multivector foreign policy through which
Belarusian side tries to ensure security on western
frontiers, on the one hand, and increase its own im-
portance in alliance with the Russian Federation on
the other hand. The NATO security infrastructure is
approaching to Belarusian borders and bilateral inte-
raction with NATO member states (Lithuania, Latvia,
Poland) is the element of Belarusian security policy,
one should not underestimate the role of NATO in the
context of regional security and the Union State with
the Russian Federation. After Belarus joined NACC
in 1992 the relations with NATO have gradually de-
veloped, the process was difficultand it is possible to

highlight several crises, periods of frozen contacts,
decline of high level political relations, etc. However,
there is one permanent form of interaction throughout
25 years (contact embassy on the basis of embassy of
NATO member state) that performs logistic and inter-
mediary functions.

But the bulk of beneficial cooperation is realised via
IPP within PfP. There are two major directions with-
in IPP: military and non-military which have a lot
of spheres of cooperation. For example, science for pea-
ce and security; dealing with emergency situations
(EADRCC); medical training; language courses and in-
ternational exchange, seminars. The perspective of Be-
larus — NATO relations are unclear nowadays.
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